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iaith in the possibility and indispemsability of destroying all the survivals of medievalism in land ownership and, at the same time, in the political system (and hisi sincere striving to achieve this). Whereas the liberals (the Cadets) strive to share political power and political privileges with the Purishkeviches, the Narodniks are democrats for the very reason that they are 'striving, and must strive at present to abolish all the privileges of landed property and all privileges in politics. .
Such is the position of the great bulk of the Russian peasantry that it cannot even entertain the thought of any compromise with the Purishkeviches (something entirely possible, accessible and dear to the heart of the liberal), That is why the democratism of the petty bourgeoisie is sure to have mass roots in Russia for quite a long time to come, whereas Stolypin's agrarian reform, that expression of the Purishkevidhes' bourgeois policy against the muzhik, has so far produced nothing durable, save the . . .starvation of thirty millioni peasants!
Tlhe millions of 'starving small proprietors cannot help striving for a different kind) of agrarian reform, a democratic agrarian reform, which cannot transcend the bounds of capitalism or abolish wage slavery, but can sweep the survivals of medievalism^ -from the face of the Russian land.
The Trudoviksi are an extremely weak group in the Third Duma, but they represent the masses. The vacillation of the Trudoviks between the Cadets and the working-class democracy is the inevitable -result of the class- position of the small proprietors/and} the special difficulties encountered in rallying, organizing and enlightening these small proprietors are at 1he root of the extreme indefiniteness and amorphousness of the Trudoviks as a party. That is why the Trudoviks, with the aid of the stupid "Otzovism" of the Left Narodniks, present the sad picture of a liquidated party.